cond-mat/0601249v1 [cond-mat.other] 12 Jan 2006

arxXiv

Selftrapping of B ose-E instein condensates in optical lattices
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T he selftrapping phenom enon of BoseE Instein condensates BEC s) in optical lattices is studied
extensively by num erically solving the G rossP itaevskii equation. O ur num erical results not only
reproduce the phenom enon that was observed in a recent experin ent A nkeret al,, Phys. Rev. Lett.
94 (2005)020403], but also nd that the selftrapping breaks down at long evolution tim es, that is,
the selftrapping in optical lattices is only tem porary. T he analysis of our num erical resuls show s
that the selftrapping in optical lattices is related to the selftrapping of BECs in a doublwell
potential. A possble m echanisn of the form ation of steep edges in the wave packet evolution is
explored In tem s of the dynam ics of relative phases betw een neighboring wells.

PACS numbers: 03.75Lm ,03.75K k,0545 4

I. NTRODUCTION

Progress In recent years has shown that a Bose—
E instein condensate BEC) In an optical lattice is a fas—
chhating periodic system , where the physics can be as
rich as In fem ionic periodic system s, the main sub-—
fct of condensed-m atter physics. In such a bosonic
system , people have cbserved wellknown and long pre—
dicted phenom ena, such as B loch oscillations [I] and the
quantum phase transition between super uid and M ott—
InsulatorlZ]. M ore in portantly, there are new phenom —
ena that have been either observed or predicted in this
system , for exam ple, nonlinear Landau-Zener tunneling
between Bloch bands [3, 4] and the strongly inhibited
transport ofone din ensionalBEC in an opticallattice[d].

A nother intriguing phenom enon, selftrapping, was re—
cently observed experin entally in this system [€]. In this
experim ent, a BEC wih repulsive interaction was rst
prepared In a dipol trap. By adiabatically ram ping up
an optical lattice, the BEC was essentially transform ed
Into a Bloch state at the center of the Brillouin zone.
W ith the optical lattice always on, the BEC was then
released into a trap that serves as a one din ensional
waveguide. The evolution of the BEC cloud inside the
com bined potentialw as studied by taking absorption in -
ages. W hen the number of atom s In the BEC is sm al],
say around 2000, the BEC w ave packet was found to ex—
pand continuously which is expected). However, when
the num ber of atom s was ncreased to about 5000, it
was observed that the BEC cloud stops to expand af-
ter mnitially expanding for about 35m s (see Figll). This
is quite counter-intuitive. W ithout Interaction, a wave
packet with a narrow distrdbution in the B rillouin zone
expands contihuously inside a periodic potential. One
would certainly expect that w ith a repulsive interaction
between atom sthe BEC cloud sporead faster. T his exper—
In ent showed the contrary: if the cloud is dense enough,
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Figure 1: The width ofthe BEC wave packet as a fiunction of
tine orN = 2000 and N = 5000. N is the num ber of atom s
in the BEC . The solid lines are our num erical resuls while
the circles and squares are experin entaldata from Reflfd].

it selftraps and stops spreading.

To understand this intriguing phenom enon, we have
carried out extensive num erical study ofthis system with
the one-din ensional(lD ) G rossP itaevskiiequation. O ur
results m atch quite well w ith the experim ental data as
shown in Figlll. W hen the atom numberN in the BEC
is 2000, the agreem ent betw een our num erical results and
the expermm ent is excellent; when N = 5000, our re—
sults are about 40% larger than the experin ental data.
T he discrepancy in the latter case is lkely caused by the
higher density: w ith higher density the lateralm otion of
the BEC cloud m ay becom e m ore relevant to the longi-
tudinal expansion; however, the lJateralm otion is com —
pltely ignored In our num erical study as we use the 1D
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G rossP itaevskiiequation.
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Figure 2: The width ofthe BEC wave packet as a function of
tim e for N = 1000;2000;3000;4000;5000; 7000, and 50000.

Very interestingly, we nd that the selftrapping is
tem porary. A fter a su ciently long evolution tin e, the
selftrapping breaks down and the wave packet starts to
expand again as seen in F igll. Since thebreak-down tim e
ismuch longer than the observation used In the current
experim entff], these results need to be veri ed in future
experim ents. This breakdown of selftrapping is lkely
caused by the leakage of atom s at the outm ost wells, or
aswe shall call i the dripping e ect. Furthem ore, our
num erical results show that the steep edges do not nec—
essarily lead to the selftrapping and always appear in
the wave packet evolution, Independent of is denseness
ofthe BEC cloud. This is di erent from Reflf], where
i was pointed out that the steep edges appearing at the
two sides of the wave packet are crucial for the appear-
ance of the selftrapping. The wave packet evolution in
the quasim om entum space is also studied. W e nd that
the wave packet localizes largely near the center of the
B rillouin zone; nom a pr interesting features can be iden-
ti ed during the evolution.

Besides, we have analyzed our num erical resuls in de—
tail, In particular, in termm s of the relative atom num —
ber di erence and the relative phase di erence between
neighboring wells. W ith such an analysis, we have con—

m ed the previous studyd] that the selftrapping ob—
served In optical lattices is closely related to the self-
trapping ofa BEC in the double-wellpotential [4,14,110].
From this analysis, we have also explored a possble
m echanian of the form ation of steep edges.

Our paper is organized as follows. W e shall st
present a brief description of our num ericalm ethod. W e
then describe how the wave packets evolve in our num er—

ical simulation. A fterwards, we analyze our num erical
results in an attem pt to understand our num erical re-
sults. T he analysis is done from the anglk ofa BEC in a
double-wellpotential. Sum m ary and som e discussion are
given at the end.

II. NUMERICALMETHOD

To m odel the experin ent, we use the follow Ing G ross—
P itaevskii(G P ) equation
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wherem isthe atom icm ass, as is the s-wave scattering
length, k;, is the wavelength of the laser that generates
the optical lattice, and V4 (r) describes the waveguide
potential. Due to the tight con nem ent perpendicular
to the optical lattice from the waveguide potential, the
dynam ics of this system is Jargely one-din ensional. T his
allow s us to integrate out the two perpendicular direc—
tions and reduce the above GP equation to
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were we havem ade the equation din ensionless. In doing
S0, we have x in units of 1=2k;, and t n m =4~kf . The
strength ofthe optical lattice isgiven V = V(=16E , w ith
E, = ~°k?=2m being the recoilenergy. For the nonlinear
interaction, we have
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where N the total num ber of the BEC in the ham onic
trap and !, is the transverse trapping frequency of the
waveguide. The other frequency ! is so chosen that
the initial m swidth of BEC wave packet is 76 m as
In the experim entsfé]. This width corresponds to about
100 wells occupied. The wave function  is nomm alized
to one. In our num erical sin ulation, we use the follow —
Ing values from the experimentfé], = 2 =k; = 783nm,
Vo= 10E,,and !, = 2 230H z.

To sinulate the experim ent, we prepare our initial
wave function  to be the ground state in the com bined
potential of V cos(x) + £ !x?. This is achieved by inte-
grating Eq.[) wih in agiary tin e. Th the experim ent,
the waveguide potential also has a longitudinal trapping
frequency at !, = 2 Hz, which is very weak and can be
ignored. T herefore, after obtaining the initialwave func—
tion, we com pletely rem ove the longitudinaltrapping and
ket the wave function evolve according to the follow ing
equation
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T he evolutions are subsequently recorded and analyzed.

IIT. WAVE PACKET EVOLUTION

W ih the abovem ethod, we have com puted the evolu-
tion ofthe wave packets fordi erent num bersofatom sin
the BEC .A s indicated in Eq.[d), the num ber ofatom s in
the BEC transltes into the nonlinear param eter: larger
the atom number N stronger the nonlinearity (or the
repulsive interaction). Fig[] illustrates how the width
of a wave packet evolves for di erent atom num bers.
Tt is clear from this gure that, when the BEC is di-
lute and has gn all atom num bers, N 2000, the wave
packet expands continuously w ithout stopping as one
may have expected. A lso as expected, in this range,
when the num ber of atom s Increases, the expansion be-
com es faster. T he evolution becom es very di erent when
the BEC is denser. W e see in Fig] that or N = 3000,
the w ave packet expansion slow s down around 70m s and
becom es slower than the wave packet or N = 2000
around 85m s. This m eans that we have slower expan—
sion for a denser cloud of repulsive interaction, a rather
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Figure 3: T in e evolution of the wave packet density forN =
5000.

counter-intuitive resul. A s the cloud gets denser with
m ore atom s, the expansion slow s down fiirther. A round
N = 5000, there even appears a plateau where the cloud
stops expanding and becom es selftrapped as observed in
the experin entfd]. FigD illustrates a key point in this
Intriguing selftrapping phenom enon: i does not happen
In a sudden and i is a gradual process. Before i hap—
pens, the wave padket expansion already slow s down for
higher enough densities.

W hat is m ore interesting is that, in our num erical
sin ulation, the wave packet continues to expand after
pausing for 3040ms. For N = 5000, the expansion
re-starts at 85m s, jast beyond the longest observa—
tion tin e In Ref.(@]. T herefore, this continued expansion
aw aits or verd cation in fiuture experin ents. N everthe—
Iess, the counter-intuitive phenom enon, denser clouds ex—
pand slow er, persists even after the expansion re-starts
aswe can see in Figll. In the next section, we shall of-
fer an explanation of this selftrapping phenom enon and
explain why it is only tem porary. Just out of curiosity,
we also com puted the case of very large atom number
N = 50;000; we nd that the wave packet is aln ost
never seen to spread. This is lkely due to that the self-
trapping lasts too long to be ocbserved in our num erical
sin ulations.

Shown in Fig[d are som e snapshots of the tin e evolu—
tion ofthe wave packet forN = 5000. Around t= 30m s,
steep edges are seen grow Ing pronounced on both sides
of the wave packet. M oreover, in the subsequent evoli—
tion, the positions ofthe steep edges do notm ove out any
further. W hen com pared w ith Figlll, i is clear that this
appearance of the steep edges coincides w ith the non-
soreading of the wave packet. Therefore, it seam s that
the steep edges seen in F ig[d signal the em ergence of the
selftrapping as suggested in Ref.l[d]. The ollow ng re—
sults indicate otherw ise.

Figl show s the tin e evolution of the wave packet for
N = 2000. Before 80m s (about the longest experin ental
observation tine In Ref.[d]), there are no steep edges.
However, around 85m s, the steegp edges begin to ap-—
pear and grow m ore and m ore pronounced as the evo—
ution goeson. W hat isdi erent from N = 5000 is that
these steep edges continue to m ove out during the tim e
evolution and the width of the wave packet also grow s
w ith tin e. There is no selftrapping. This clearly show s
that the steep edges do not necessarily lead to the self-
trapping of the wave packet.

W e have also com puted how the wave packet evolves in
the quasim om entum space. To achieve this, we expand
the wave packet in tem s of the B loch waves belonging
to the lowest B loch band of the linear system with the
periodic potential cosx . T he results are plotted in F igld,
w here we do not see a large population around k = 1=4.
T herefore, the link between the form ation of steep edges
and the population at k = 1=4 believed in Ref.[é] is not
established here.

A nother quantity that can be used to characterize the
selftrapping phenom enon is the nonlinear energy of the



BEC, which is given by R 29 &t fdx. If the wave

packet expands continuously, the nonlinearenergy should

decreasew ith the expansion. Ifthere is selftrapping, ie.,

the w ave packet stops to grow , then the nonlinear energy

should rem ain largely constant. Indeed, thisisthe caseas

shown in F ig[l, where the nonlnear energy does not de—
crease and only uctuates slightly when the selftrapping
occurs.

IVv. RELATIONSHIP TO THE SELF-TRAPPING
IN ADOUBLE-W ELL

Tt has been known for a whik that the selftrapping
also occurs fora BEC in a double-well potential [4,14,19,
1d]. It is then naturalto ask whether the selftrappings
In these two di erent system s are related to each other.
Our analysis show s that these two are closely related.
This was already noticed In Ref.[é] based on num eri-
calresultsw ith a tight-binding approxin ation ofthe GP
equation; herewe o eram ore detailed analysisw ith nu—
m erical results with the flullGP equation. O ur analysis
Jleads to a possible explanation why the selftrapping ob—
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Figure 4: T in e evolution of the wave packet density forN =
2000 before t= 80m s.
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Figure 5: T in e evolution of the wave packet density forN =
2000 after t= 80m s.

served In the optical Jattice is only tem porary and how
the steep edges form . For the sake of selfcontainm ent
and Introducing new param eters, we brie y review the
selftrapping in the double-well situation.

T he Ham iltonian goveming the dynam icsofa BEC in
a double-well potential can be w ritten aslli,|4,19],

c, P

H ciassica1 = ES +v 1 s?cos 7 ®)
where = 4 5 Is the relative phase between the two
wells a and b while s is the fractional population dif-
ference s = N, N,L)=N,+ N,) with N, and N, be-
Ing the num ber of atom s in wells a and b, respectively.
P revious studies [1,18,19] show that there are two types
of selftrapping in this system , depending on the ratio

= v and the population di erence s. They are: (1) If
1< < 2 and the relative phase isaround ,then the
selftrapping occurswhen s> 0:5. This is called ’oscilla—
tion type’ selftrapping. ) If > 2 and s> 0:5, another
type of selftrapping em ergesw ith the relativephase be-
tween the two wells increasing w ith tin e. Therefore, it
is called 'munning phase type’ selftrapping.

A ny pair of neighboring wells in the optical Jattice can
be viewed asa double-well. To establish the link between
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Figure 6: Tine evolution of the wave packet in the quasi-
m om entum space forN = 5000.

the selftrappings in the optical lattice and the double-
well, we need to compute and s for each pair of the
neighboring wells In the optical lattice for a given wave
packet. Thedetailsofhow is com puted for neighboring
wells in an optical Jattice can be found in Appendix A .
Fig[8 shows one set of such calculations for a wave
packet with N = 5000 at t = 40m s, which is the tine
when the selftrapping happens. It is clear from Figl@)
that there are four pairs of doublewells whose and s
satisfy the condition for the \running phase type" self-
trapping in the doublewell system . Furthem ore, two
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Figure 7: The dynam ic of nonlinear energy of each atom for
N = 2000 (dashed)and N = 5000 (solid).

of these four pairs, marked by A and B in Figl§, are
Jocated right at the two edges of the wave packet. (The
other two are just nearby, for clarity we do not m ark
them .) Tt seam s to suggest that these two selftrapped
pairs ofdouble-wells serve as two dam s stopping the ow
of atom s to the outside. T herefore, the selftrapping in
the optical Jattice appears just altemative m anifestation
of the selftrapping in the double-well system .

To m ly establish such a link, we have also exam ined
the caseN = 2000, w here there is no selftrapping. Figld
show s the values s and for the wave packet with N =
2000 att= 110m s. T his isthe tin e when the steep edges
have already developed. W e see from the gure thatall
the values of are snaller than one: the selftrapping
conditions of the doublewell system are not satis ed by
any pair of neighboring wells in the optical lattice.

T he above analysis leads to the follow Ing conclusion:
w hen there is selftrapping in the optical lattice, there are
neighboring wells that satisfy the selftrapping condition
of the doublewell system ; when there is no selftrapping
In the optical Jattice, any pair of the neighboring wells in
the lattice does not satisfy the doublew ell selftrapping
condition. So established is a solid link between these
two selftrapping phenom ena. O ne Intuitive way of un—
derstanding of this link is such. O nce the selftrapping
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Figure 8: The valuesof and s ofa wave packet at t= 40m s
forN = 5000. (@) The valuesof atdierentwells (The at
the nth well is for the doubl wells com posed of the nth and
n + 1th wells. (o) Phase diagram (or distrlbbution) of and s
for this wave packet. T he selftrapping occurs at t= 40m s.



happens in som e pairs of neighboring wells around the
edges of a wave packet, these selftrapped doubl-wells,
behaving lke \dam s", stop the tunneling of atom s to—
wards outside, causing the non-spreading of the wave
packet. Ih Figlld we have plotted a series of \phase dia—
gram s", where the distrbution ofthe s— pairs is shown.
T he square region bounded by the dashed line in each
panel is the area where the selftrapping conditions are
satis ed. W e can see clearly from this gure that the
selftrapping happens from about t= 40m s to 80m s for
N = 5000. W e have also checked the cases of N = 7000
and N = 50;000 and reached the sam e conclusion.

This link not only explains why the selftrapping oc—
curs in the optical lattice but also 0 ersa possiblem ech—
anisn why the selftrapping is tem porarily lived. At the
outm ost wells, the density of the BEC is very low and
the selftrapping conditions ofthe double-well system can
never be satis ed. A s a result, the atom s w ill tunnel to—
wards outside. The am ount of atom s tunneling out is
very an all and has not much e ect on the evolution of
the whole cloud. However, for long evolution tim es, this
an all am ount of \drjpping" can lad to the signi cant
decreasing of atom numbers in the wells, thus destroy
the selftrapping. T his is sin ilar to that an all cracks can
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cause the collapse ofa dam in a long tin e.

Based on the link betw een these tw o selftrappings, it is
also possble to understand why the BEC cloud expands
slower around N = 3000 than N = 2000 seen in Fig[.
A s one can In agihe, when the cloud densiy increases,
som e pairs ofthe wells w ill get close to satisfy these self-
trapping conditions and eventually satisfy them . For the
medim densitieseg., N = 3000 there should be a faw
pairs of the wells that satisfy the conditions just barely.
As a resul, the selftrapping conditions can be easily
or quickly destroyed by the \dripping" e ect m entioned
above. H owever, as the cloud expands, the selftrapping
conditions can again be satis ed by som e pairs of well
further inside and then destroyed again. This on-and-
0 process can dram atically lead to slow ing down of the
cloud expansion. W hat is a pity is that this straightfor-
ward picture ishard to be corrobarated by our num erical
com putation because the values s and  for neighboring
wells can only be com puted approxin ately. A femative
m ethodsm ay be needed to verify this picture.

V. STEEP EDGES

T here is a m ystery in the wave packet evolution yet to
be explained, that is, the appearance of steep edges. O ur
follow ing analysis show sthat the form ation ofsteep edges
can also be understood in term s ofthe BEC dynam ics in
the doublewell system . For future convenience, we w rite
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down the dynam ics in the double-w ell system
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which are derived from the Ham iltonian in Eq.[3).

Ih Figl[, we have plotted how the relative phases
evolre with tine for N = 2000. In our calculation, the
relativephase isde ned asthephasedi erencebetween
the m iddle points in tw o neighboring wells. Initially, the
relative phase is zero for every pair of doublewells In
the optical lattice as indicated by a horizontal line. A s
the evolution goes on, the line of relative phase begins
to Incline w ith an increasing slope. T he tendency stops
w hen the two end points of the line reach =2, respec—
tively. This is around t = 80m s, right when the steep
edges appear. A s shown in Fig[[d, the situation is sin i~
lar orN = 5000.W e also observe from F igs[[3s[[4 that
the relative populations in the m iddle ofthe wave packet
rem ain lJargely zero before the appearance of steep edges.

A ccording to Eq.[@), at =2 and s 0,thetunnel
Ing or transfer of atom s betw een these neighboring wells
is the largest. This m eans that there are m ore atom s

ow Ing into som e particular wells than going out, thus
generating steep edges. W e notice that right after the
appearance of the steep edges. both s and become
rather \random ". This is likely due to the com plicated
dynam ics caused by steep edges.
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Figure 14: The evolution of relative populations s for each
pair of neighboring wells in the optical Jattice. N = 5000.

VI. CONCLUSION

W ith the GP egquation, we have studied the wave
packet dynam ic of a BEC in a onedim ensional optical
lattices. W e  nd an intriguing selftrapping phenom enon
In the expansion of the wave packet, agreeing wih a
recent experim ent[é]. M oreover, we nd that the self-
trapping is only tem porary and the wave packet contin—
ues to grow at long evolution tin es that are beyond the
current experim entfé]. T he analysis of our num erical re—

sults show s that the selftrapping in the optical lattice is
closely related to the selftrapping ound in the system of
a BEC In a doublewell potential. W e also showed that
the steep edges appearing the wave packet evolution do
not necessarily lead to selftrapping and they can also be
understood In tem s of the dynam ics in the doublewell
system s.
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Appendix A:COMPUTATION OF
LATTICES

IN OPTICAL

W e choose one well and its neighbor as a doubl well
trap. The GP equation isasEq. [) except the potential
isreplaced by V (x) = V cosx) for kj< 2 and V ) =
V for xj> 2 . Then wew rite thew ave function asa two—
mode wave fiinction: = au; )+ bu, ) and ket 2 =
N.=®.+Nyp)and pf = Ny=N.+Ny) N, istheparticke
num ber n wella and Ny, the particle num ber n wellb).
P ugging the double m ode wave function into the GP
equation w ith potentialV (x) and using the tight-binding
approxin ation, we obtain the e ective Ham iltonian:

=2@®F Pf)*+veb+ab); @1)

Here =

where the parameterc= (N, + Np)N gR J1; %) fdx and
v=N ( %Ou1 x)0Ou, x) + Vo(x)u1 X)u, x))dx. The
wave function u; (x) (or u; x)) is cbtained as a ground
state from Eq.[@) wih single well: V (x) = V cos(x) for
0< x< 2 andV )=V frother x values.
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